
COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In the Matter of! 

A JOINT APPLICATION FOR THE APPROVAL OF ) 
DEMAND-SIDE MANAGEMENT PROGRAMS, A DSM 
COST RECOVERY MECHANISM, AND A CONTINUING ) CASE NO. 93-150 
COLLABORATIVE PROCESS ON DSM FOR 
LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 

O R D E R  

On June 18, 1993, Louieville Gas and Electric Company 

("LG&E"), the Attorney General, JeffOrEOn County, Metro Human Needo 

Alliance, People Organized and Working for Energy Reform, Anna 

Shed, Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Louisville Resources 

Conservation Council, and the Louisville and Jefferson County 

Community Action Agency (collectively "Joint Applicants') filed a 
supplement to their May 2 8 ,  1993 motion for a waiver of all rate 

case filing requirements prescribed in 807 K A R  5 1 0 0 1 ~  Section 10. 

The supplement was filed in response to the Commissionts June 4 ,  

1993 Order deferring the May 28, 1993 motion because it sought a 

blanket waiver of all filing requlremente, rather than specifying 

each filing requirement sought to be Waived and the grounds to 

support each waiver. 

The Joint Applicants have by their supplement requested a 

partial or total waiver of 53 filing requirements. The basic 

ground for the waivers is that the tendered application is not 8 

traditional rate case but A request for approval of an agreement 



).- 

among the Joint Applioants to implomont demand ride nunagrmrnt 

program ("DBM") and to rocovor DBH oortr through raten. 

DBM programs ara doelgned to affect energy coIisumption, olther 
by roduclng aoneumptlon or ehiftlng tho t h o  of aonrumption. As A 

utility's proflte have hlntOrlC8lly boen tlod to malar rovenuem, 

thoro may be an inherent dleinoontive for 8 utility to purrus 

actlvaly oertaln D5M prograrne. It w 8 0  the Commi~sion'r reoognltlon 

of t h e m  factors th8t lead to tho recent inlthtion O f  

Adminietrativa Cam No. 341, Invaetigat~on Into the Penslblllty Of 

Implementing Demand-Side Monogoment Cost Reoovery and IflOefltiV8 

Machanieme. The lntent of that 0808 uas to dov8lop rOgUlatOry 

guidance in detarmlning the feseiblllty of impl8menting DBM COBt 

racovery machaniems, recovery of revenue lost due to DSM, and 

flnancial lnoantlvee to utllltles to engage In DBM programr. Tho 

issues set forth in the pendlng appliootion mirror those In th8 
admlnletrative case and should provide 8 vehlole for an in-depth, 
expedited revlew. 

Based on the motion 8s eupploment8d and b8ing advised, th8 

Comniieaion haraby tlnde thst good cnuso has br8n ohown to grant th8 

waiver a5 requested except for th8 filing r 8 q u i r m n t  of 807 KAR 

5:001, Section 10(&)(h), I818ttflg to 4 d8t.ZmfnatlOfl Of r8V8flUO 

requirements. This decieion to grant th8 w8iv.r for 52 of  th8 53 

requirements epecffled by the Joint Applloants ruy o b v h t o  tho need 

for an informal conferanca. The Jotnt Applicants should hnv8 8n 

opportunity to thoroughly K W ~ Q W  thls Order snd if a need for an 
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informal conference fltill exiote, one will be scheduled at their 

requont, 

IT If3 THEREPORE ORDERED that I 

1. With the oxception of 807 KAR 51001(10)(6)(h), the Joint 

Appllcante be and they harcby are granted a waiver of the othor 

fillng roqulrements epocieied In their June 18, 1993 eupplemental 
mot ion, 

2 .  The Informal conference rrcheduled on June 24, 1993 be and 

It hereby 16 oancelod. 

Done at Prankfort, Kentucky, thie 23rd day of June, 1993. 

PUBLIC EERVICE COMMISSfl 

+FD? xecut ve rec or 


